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Applicants elect Group I, with traverse. 

Applicants submit that the claims should be regrouped as follows: 

Group A (I and IV), including claims 1-3, 6, 7, 10, 13 and 14. Group A relates to a gift 
mediating method, which includes fundamental features for gift mediating. 

Group B (II), including claims 4, 8, 11 and 15. As stated by the Examiner, Group B (II) 
relates to a letter-of-appreciation. 

Group C (III and V), including claims 5, 9, 12 and 16. Group C relates to a letter-of- 
rejection. Particularly, claim 16 is a medium claim that corresponds to claim 9, and therefore it is 
more reasonable that these claims should be considered in the same application. 

There have been no references cited to show any necessity for requiring restriction and, 
in fact, it is believed that the Examiner would find references containing claims directed to more 
than one of the groups delineated by the Examiner. It is further noted that each of the groups 
delineated by the Examiner has the same classification. It is believed that evaluating Groups I 
and IV together and evaluating Groups III and V together would not provide an undue burden 
upon the Examiner at this time in comparison with the additional expense and delay to 
Applicants in having to protect the additional subject matter recited by Groups IV and V by filing 
divisional applications. 



Sir: 
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Upon review of the references involved in this field of technology, when considering the 
commonality of the regrouped claims, and when all of the various facts are taken into 
consideration, it is believed that reconsideration of the Examiner's initial requirement for 
restriction is appropriate. The Examiner is respectfully requested to regroup the claims as 
mentioned above. 



Finally, if there are any formal matters remaining after this response, the Examiner is 
requested to telephone the undersigned to attend these matters. 



Respectfully submitted. 



STAAS & HALSEY LLP 





1201 New York Ave, N.W., Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 



2 



